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TO  THE 


RIGHT  HONOURABLE 


LORD  SOMERVILLE. 


MY  LORD, 

The  zeal  and  ability  which 
your  Lordfhip  has  evinced,  and  the  honourable  lhare 
you  have  ta'ken,  in  various  objects  of  ul’eful  Science 
and  National  Utility,  will  confer  reputation  on  every 
purfuit  which  is  favoured  with  your  patronage.  But 
I have  peculiar  fatisfa&ion  in  being  permitted  to  de- 
dicate to  your  Lordfhip  this  effort  to  convey  popular 

information 
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information  on  the  important  fubjeCt  of  Vaccine  Ino.„ 
culation;  a difcovery  of  which  you  have  been,  from 
its  earlieft  introduction.,  an  ardent  promoter,  and  to 
the  diftinguilhed  Author  of  which  you  have  ex- 
tended your  perfonal  friendfhip. 


I am,  my  Lord, 


Your  Lordlhip’s 


Refpedtful  and  obliged  Servant, 


THOMAS  GREASER. 


BATH,  JAN.  21,  1S01, 


For  Parents,  and  those  concerned  in  ^Preserva- 
tion of  Youth,  this  attempt  to  place  in  a popular 
and  intelligible  point  of  view  the  principal  Fads  and 
Argumentsin  favour  of  Vaccine  Inoculation, 
is  intended. 


'JH'HE  numerous  applications  which  I have  received  to 
define  the  advantages,  and  to  explain  the  circum- 
stances, of  Vaccine  Inoculation,  have  imprefled  me  with 
a conviction,  that  the  fubjeCt  is  imperfectly  underftood  by 
that  part  of  tlie  public  which  is  moft  deeply  interefted  in 
its  adoption.  However  extenfive  and  zealous  have  been 
the  profeffional  enquiries  which  this  fignaldifcoveryhasex- 
cited,  andaltho’  the  literaryproduCtions  concerning  it  have 
been  numerous,  yet  no  adequate  information  is  hitherto 
diffufed  among  extra  profeffional  readers.  Whatever  dif- 
ferences of  opinion  may  fubfift  concerning  the  propriety 
of  promulgating  medical  and  phyfiological  knowledge 
amongft  Society  at  large,  none  fuch  can  arife  on  the  pre- 
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fent  fubjedl,  as  its  intrinfic  advantages  and  its  grounds  of 
preference  are  cognifable  by  all.  An  early  intereft  in  this 
invaluable  improvement,  and  the  opportunities  which  in- 
timate communication  with  the  ingenious  Difcoverer  has 
conferred, of  repeatedly  witnelTing  all  thephenomenaof  the 
Cow-Pox,  have  induced  me  to  aim  at  the  fupply  of  this 
deficiency. 

Little  more  than  two  years  have  elapfed,  fince  Dr. 
Jenner  announced  to  the  public,  the  Angularly  curious 
and  beneficial  effedls  of  Vaccine  Inoculation.  His  conclu- 
fions  were  formed  from  experiments  fuggefted  by  fads 
founded  on  the  unerring  bafis  of  experience.  From  this 
fource  we  have  derived  the  application  of  bark,  mercury, 
opium,  and  almoft  all  the  moll  powerful  agents  of  medi- 
cal fcience.  Extenfive  and  impartial  trials  of  the  truth  of 
Dr.  Jenner’s  pofitions  were  immediately  inftituted,  and 
they  have  been  profecuted  with  avidity  by  men  of  the  firft 
talents,  independent  of  concert  or  co-operation.  The 
refult  is,  that  although  the  Inoculation  of  the  Cow-Pox  is 
one  of  the  boldeft  and  molt  diredt  innovations  on  preced- 
ing practice,  and,  as  fuch,  has  had  to  encounter  all  the 
impediments  which  are  ufually  oppofed  to  novelty,  by 
the  operations  of  fcepticifm,  prejudice  and  intereft,  yet 
its  aflerted  and  almoft  unparalleled  advantages  have  been 
realized  in  their  higheft  extent,  by  a mafs  of  irrefiftible 
evidence.  It  is  truly  extraordinary,  that  in  a meafure  fo 
perfedtly  original,  and  which  has  been  fo  immediately 
iubmitted  to  the  teft  of  extenfive  experiment,  fubfequent 

inveftigation 
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inveftigation  fliould  have  tended  merely  to  confirm  the 
pofitions  of  the  original  propofer.  It  is  a law  of  the  hu- 
man mind  to  prefer  good  to  evil,  provided  it  be  com 
petently  informed  of  their  difference,  and  that  it  is  not  un- 
der the  influence  of  erroneous  judgment  or  habits.  Of  the 
quantity  of  evidence  exifting  to  demonftrate  the  highly 
preferable  nature  of  the  Vaccine  to  the  Small-Pox  Inocu- 
lation, the  public  want  only acceflible  meansofinformation. 

It  will  be  neceffary  previoufly  to  enter  into  the  hiftory 
of  the  natural  Cow-Pox,  as  diftinguifhed  from  the  fame 
difeafe  when  applied  by  Inoculation,  and  as  the  origin  of 
the  latter.  The  cow,  though  in  general  an  healthy  animal, 
is  fubjeft  to  this  and  a few  other  difeafes.*  This  diforder 


* If,  in  a popular  work,  we  may  be  allowed  to  digrefs  a little 
into  the  pathologyof  animals,  it  maybeobferved.as  acuriousfadt 
that  their  predifpolitions  to  difeafe  are  of  the  Ipecific  kind.  The’ 
Horfe  is  liable  to  Broken-Wind,  Farcy,  Glanders,  and  Greafe.ex- 
clufive  offome  local  difeafes,  the  greater  number  of  which  do  not 
arife  from  original  or  natural  caufes,  but  from  the  unnatural  and 
violent  fixations  to  which  he  is  expofed,  whilft  adminiftering  to 
the  utility  and  luxury  of  man.  The  Sheep  is  difpofed  to  the  dif- 
eafe  termed  the  Rot,  and  to  Hydatids  of  the  Brain.  The  Dog 
to  its  peculiar  affetfion  called  the  Diflemper,  to  Mange,  and  Hy- 
drophobia. The  Cow  is  particularly  liable  to  the  difeafe  of 
which  we  are  treating,  and  to  the  Yellows,  which  are  fimilar  to 
the  human  Jaundice.  Much  phyfiological  confidcration  arife? 
out  of  there  obfervations ; not  only  the  morbid  fecretions  of  the 
fame  animal  are  capable  of  converfion  and  mutual  change,  but 

alfo 
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has  been  known  in  various  counties  of  this  kingdom  and 
in  Ireland.^  The  tradition  of  thofe  extraordinary  pro- 
phylactic powers,  which  it  is  now  found  to  poflefs  againll 
the  Small-Pox,  has  been  received  for  a feries  of  time, 
wherever  the  difeafe  itfelf  has  been  known.  In  the  hun- 


alfo  the  fame  morbid  poifon,  applied  to  different  animals,  fcems 
to  produce  not  a fimilar  and  fpecific  difeafe,  but  the  difeafe  to 
which  the  animal, from conftitution and  flrudture,  is  pre-difpofed. 
It  is  now  confirmed,  according  to  Dr.  Jenner’s  original  theory, 
that  the  Cow-Pox  originates  in  a morbid  poifon  communicated 
from  the  greafy  heel  of  the  horfe ; yet  this  poifon  does  not  pro- 
duce the  Cow-Pox  in  the  human  fubjedt,  till  it  has  been  received 
by,  and  tranfmitted  from,  the  cow.  My  friend  Mr.  Coleman, 
Profeifor  of  the  Veterinary  College,  has  created  Glanders  by  ino- 
culating the  Membrane  of  the  noftrils  of  the  horfe  from  its 
Farcy  Buds,  as  they  are  termed ; i.  e.  inflamed  and  ulcerated 
lymphatics ; the  fame  effect  took  place,  vice  versa,  from  Glanders 
to  Farcy;  and,  which  is  truly  Angular,  Dr.  Jenner  informs  me, 
that  dogs,  inoculated  with  Vaccine  matter,  acquire  their  peculiar 
affedtion,  termed  the  Diftemper.  Thefe  fpeculations  lead  us  to  a 
vail  field  of  confidcration  concerning  the  modifications  of  morbid 
poifons,  and  they  teach  us  alfo  not  to  regard  the  introduction  of 
them  as  hazardous  on  another  clafs  of  animals,  when  they  be- 
come remedial  alternatives. 

f “ My  refearches  have  been  hitherto  confined  to  a fmall  por- 
tion of  the  weftern  part  of  this  country,  (Cork)  where  I have  met 
with  13  inftances  of  people  who  had  gone  through  the  Cow-Pock, 
and  were  afterwards  exempt  from  the  Small-Pox.” — Letter 
from  Dr.  Barry  of  Cork  to  Dr.  Pearfon.— Medical  and  Phyfical 
Journal,  No.  xxi.  . 
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dredof  Berkeley  in  Glocefterfliire,  itfirft  arrefted  the  at- 
tention of  Dr-  Jenner,  and  is  thus  defcribed  by  him  : — 
“ This  difeafe  has  obtained  the  name  of  the  Cow-Pox. 
It  appears  on  the  nipples  of  the  cow,  in  the  form  of  irre- 
gular puftules.  At  their  firft  appearance,  they  are  com- 
monly of  a palifh  blue,  or  rather  of  a colour  fomewhat  ap- 
proaching to  livid,  and  are  furrounded  byan  eryfiphelatous 
inflammation.  Thefe. puftules,  unlefs  a timely  remedy  be 
applied  to  them,  frequently  degenerate  into  phagadrenic 
ulcers,  which  prove  extremely  troublefome.  The  animals 
become  indifpofed,  and  the  fecretion  of  milk  is  much  lefs- 
ened.  Inflamed  fpots  now  begin  to  appear  on  the  hands 
of  the  domeftics  employed  in  milking,  and  fometimes 
on  the  wrift,  which  quickly  run  on  to  fuppuration,  firft  af- 
fuming  the  appearance  of  the  fmall  vefications  produced 
•by  a burn.”  “ Abforption  takes  place,  and  tumours  ap- 
pear in  the  axillae.  The  fyftem  becomes  affedted “ but 
-,»■■■■  ...  ■ ■ , ■ — ■■■  

Dr.  Jenner  ingeniously  conceives,  that  the  domeftication  of 
animals  may  have  been  a fource  of  difeafe  to  man.  “ The  devia- 
tion of  man  from  the  ftate  in  which  he  was  originally  placed  by 
nature,  feems  to  have  proved  to  him  a prolific  fource  of  difeafes 
' From  the  love  of  Splendour,  from  the  indulgences  of  luxury,  and 
from  hisfondnefsfor-amufement,  he  has  familiarifed  himfelf  with 
a great  number  of  animals,  which  may  not  originally  have  been 
intended  for  his  aiTociates.  The  wolf,  difarmed  of  ferocity,  is 
now  pillowed  in  the  lady’s  lap.  The  cat,  the  little  tyger  of  our 
ifiand,  whofe  natural  home  is  the  foreft,  is  equally  domefticated 
and  carcffed.  The  cow,  thehog,  the  flteep,  and  the  horfe,  are  all, 
for  a variety  of  purpofes,  brought  under  his  care  and  dominion.” 

— Renner’s  Enquiry.  jn 
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what  renders  the  Cow-Pox  virus  fo  extremely  Angular,  is,, 
that  the  perfon  who  has  been  thus  affeded,  is  for  ever  afterr 
fecure  from  the  infection  of  the  Small-Pox ; neither  ex— 
pofure  to  the  variolous  effluvia,  nor  the  infertion  of  the: 
matter  into  the  fkin,  producing  the  diftemper.”  Forcafess 
illuftrative  of  this  extraordinaryfadlrefer  tothe  appendix.. 

It  may  now  be  affirmed,  on  the  moft  extenfive  induc- 
tion of  fads  known  from  time  immemorial,  and  as  th£: 
refult  of  the  moft  rigorous  and  fevere  examination,  thatt 
the  power  of  the  Cow-Pox,  (when  received  in  a certain  way)) 
to  render  the  fyftem  for  ever  infufceptible  of  the  Small— 
Pox,  is  a propofition  completely  demonftrated.  There  is? 
certainly  not  a law  in  the  whole  circle  of  phyfical  fciencess 
which  ftands  on  a firmer  bafis,  nor  an  Aphorifm  in  the  me- 
dical art  more  extenfively  founded,  than  this — “ that  the: 
Cow-Pox  excludes  the  Small-Pox.”  Since  the  days  oft 
Lord  Bacon,  argument  has  not  been  allowed  in  natural  phi— 
lofophy,  furtherthanin  the  wayjof  deduction  from  fact  and  i 
experiment;  and  by  this  rule  of  philofophifing,  the  powers? 
of  the  Cow-Pox  may  be  fairly  admitted.  An  analogous? 
application  of  this  important  fad  was  made  by  Dr.Jennerr 
in  the  year  1796,  who  inoculated  feveral  patients  with  i 
matter  from  infeded  cows;  the  effeds  produced  were: 
perfedly  fimilar  in  kind,  though  differing  in  degree  fromi 
thofe  of  the  natural  Cow-Pox,  and  they  had  equal  power - 
•n  producing  fubfequent  infufceptibility  of  the  Small-Pox.f 


1 See  Jenner’s  Enquiry.  In 
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In  this  refpect  a ftriking  fimilarity  is  perceivable  between 
the  inoculated  Cow-Pox  and  Small-Pox,  compared  with 
their  natural  forms.  Since  the  period  of  Dr.  Jenner’s  firft 
Inoculations,  to  the  prefent,  the  Vaccine  Inoculation 
has  been  diffufed  beyond  former  examples  of  the  recep- 
tion given  to  innovations  on  eftablifhed  practice.  An  in- 
i' ftitution  lias  been  formed  in  London,  under  the  patronage 
of  a branch  of  the  Royal  Family,  for  its  gratuitous  ad- 
miniftration.  It  has  been  introduced  into  the  army  and 
navy.  Several  large  cities,  as  York,  Manchefter,  &c.  have 
propagated  it  univerfally  amongft  their  poor;  and  by 
the  medical  faculty  it  has  been  widely  adopted,  though 
with  very  different  degrees  of  zeal  and  confidence.  In- 
telligent and  philanthropic  gentlemen  of  rank  have  lent 
not  only  their  influence,  but  their  perfonal  aid  in  its  intro- 
duction and  diffulion.* *  It  has  befides  been  practifed  ex- 
tenfively  in  America,  j*  and  in  different  Rates  and  cities  on 
the  continent  of  Europe. 

To  enlarge  on  the  mifehief  and  devaftation  perpetually 
accruing  from  the  Small-Pox,  is  nearly  fuperfluous  to  a 
/ociety  poffeffing  humanity  and  intelligence.  Its  exter- 
mination has  engaged  the  attention  and  the  active  endea- 
vours of  eminent  phyficians.  A fociety  was  inftituted  at 


I * Letter  from  Mr.  Fermor  to  Dr.  Jenner. 

• f See  Pamphlet  on  Kine-Pox,  by  Profeflor  Waterhoufe,  of  Cam 
bridge  Univerfity,  America. 

J Sec  Haygarth’s  flcetch  of  plan  to  exterminate  cafual  Small-Pox. 

Chefter, 
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Chefter,  on  a plan  of  Dr.  Haygarth’s,  in  the  year  1778,  for, 
the  diminution  of  the  cafual  Small-Pox,  and  notwithftand- 
ing  obftacles  oppofed  by  the  want  of  general  fubmiflion  to 
periodical  Inoculation,  (which  formed  a part  of  the  plan) 
its  fuccefs  in  checking  the  ravages  of  this  difeafe  was  con- 
fpicuous.  Dr.  Haygarth  has  expiefled  himfclf  thus  in  a 
letter  to  Dr.  Cappe  of  York;  “ that  an  introdudlion  of 
the  Vaccine  ftill  more  than  that  of  the  Variolous  Inocu-i 
lation  would  effectually  promote  the  great  objeCt  of  his 
publications.”  It  is  to  the.  poor  that  the  cafual  Small-Pox 
is  principally  formidable  and  deftruCtive;  and  it  is  aggra- 
vated by  their  mifchievous  and  abfurd  methods  of  treating 
the  diforder.  The  practice  of  Inoculation,  although  it 
diminifhes  in  a vaft  degree  the  proportionate  fatality 
among  thofe  who  undergo  the  Small-Pox,  is  yet  juftly. 
fuppofed  to  have  more  widely  diffeminated  this  aCtiv6 
contagion.  The  more  opulent  and  well-informed  have, 
indeed,  abandoned  longfince  their  objections  to  Variolous 
Inoculation,  and  have  fecured  themfelves  by  the  lefTer  dan- 
gers attached  to  it;  but  in  fo  doing,  they  have  probably, 
inflicted  more  numerous  fources  of  die  difeafe  on  thofe 
poffeffing  lefs  intelligence.*  The  average  of  deaths  froru^ 


* The  propagation  of  a deltrudtive  difeafe  amongft  thofe  whofe  i 

prejudices  and  ignorance  refill  the  adoption  of  a preventive,  may 
have  withheld  confcientious  perfons  from  the  Inoculation  of  the 
Small-Pox,  but  the  application  of  Cow-Pox  obviates  every  fcruplc  ■ 

Small-Pox, 
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Small-Pox  for  75  years,  within  the  bills  of  mortality  in 
London,  has  annually  exceeded  2020;  the  total  amount  is 
ISI)S7°-  If  the  population  within  the  bills  of  mortality 
may  be  ftated  at  1,000,000,  which  is  nearlythe  calculation, 
the  proportion  of  deaths  is  as  one  in  500.  There  is  reafon 
to  believe  that  the  mortality  from  Small-Pox  through  the 
whol  Iftand  is  in  like  proportion,  or  rather  exceeds  this 
eftimate  * * * § The  inhabitants  of  Manchefter,  Liverpool, 
and  Chefter,  were  enumerated  in  the  year  1773  ;•  the  total 
amount  was  78,271,  and  the  annual  deaths  from  Small- 
Pox  were  on  an  average  381;$  therefore  one  perfon  died 
of  this  difeafe  every  year  in  205  -f-f-f  the  inhabitants 
The  caufe  of  this  leffer  mortality  in  London  may  be,  that 
the  population  is  fupported  in  great  meafure  by  the 
influx  of  new  fettlers,  who  have  gone  through  the  difeafe. 
In  cities  where  the  inhabitants  are  more  ftationary,  we 
may  aflume,  as  an  average  of  deaths  from  Small-Pox,  the 
calculations  formed  from  the  cities  of  Manchefter,  Liver- 
pool, and  Chefter.  Bath  is  eftimated  to  contain  a ftation- 
ary population  of  24,000  people,']'  the  average  number  of 
annual  deaths  in  this  city  from  Small-Pox  rauft  therefore 


* The  Directors  of  the  York  DiTpenfary  have  calculated,  from 

pretty  certain  data,  that  a general  Inoculation  of  Cow-Pox  would 

fave  the  lives  of  45,000  perfons  annually. 

§ Haygarth’s  Sketch  of  a plan  to  exterminate  the  cafual  Small- 
pox, vol.  I.  page  142. 

f See  Warner’s  Miftory. 


be 
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be  116  and  nearly  -J.  j-  The  Small-Pox  is  communicated 
through  the  atmofphere  by  the  attachment  of  its  contagion 
to  a variety  of  bodies  capable  of  retaining  and  conveying 
it.  This  fcourge  of  the  human  race  was  brought  from 
the  Eaft  to  Europe,  and  from  thence  has  been  fpread  to 
the  Poles.  “ The  Danes  carried  it  to  Greenland,  tha 
Spaniards  poured  its  ravages,  more  dreadful  than  theif 
arms,  through  the  unhappy  country  of  Peru;  in  the  fingle 
province  of  Quito,  100,000  perfons  died  of  the  Small-Pox,- 
when  fithey  rft  appeared  in  that  country.”f 


f By  the  information  with  which  I have  been  favoured  by  the 
Rev.  Mr.  Sibley,  retSlor  of  the  pariih  of  Walcot,  in  this  city,  it 
appears,  from  the  ratio  of  population  in  that  pariih,  that  the 
proportion  of  deaths  in  the  whole  city  is  more  confiderable  than 
in  the  calculation  quoted it  is  thus  : 

Sir, On  looking  over  the  Regifter  I find  that  58  perfons 

died  of  Small-Pox  in  the  year  1799,  and  25  in  the  year 
l8co.  I am,  Sir, 

Your  very  humble  fervant, 


Jan.  8th,  1801.  J.  SIBLEY. 

On  looking  further  back  I find  as  follows  : 

Died  of  the  Small-Pox  in  1798  II. 


1797  Si- 

1796  90. 

The  Rev.  R.  Warner,  curate  of  St.  James’s,  alfo  informs  me, 
that  the  mortality  of  Small-Pox  in  that  pariih  is  in  more  than 
the  above  proportion.  In  Bath,  as  in  all  large  cities,  the  Small- 
Pox  is  conftantly  epidemic  amongfl  the  lower  dalles,  in  confined- J 
fituations. 

f Dr.  Cappe’s  Let.  on  Cow-Pox.— York  Herald,  Sept.  5, 1800. 


Much  as  we  are  indebted  to  Inoculation  for  difarming 
Small-Pox  of  many  of  its  terrors,  yet  this  valuable  im- 
provement is  not  only  flill  fraught  with  danger,  but  is 
confefledly  inadequate  to  its  annihilation,  whilft  the  pre- 
fent  difpofitions  of  the  majority  of  mankind  exift.  It  is 
calculated,  on  extenfive  data,  that  upwards  of  one  in  200 
die  of  inoculated  Small-Pox;  and  to  render  it  thus  com- 
paratively fafe,  both  medical  treatment,  and  careful  felec- 
tion  of  age,  period,  and  feafon,  are  indifpenfible.  Where- 
ever  a fatal  event  occurs,  the  diftrefs  and  regret  is  excefl- 
five  from  the  difeafe  having  been  voluntarily,  though 
juftifiably,  adopted. 

Here  let  me  appeal  to  every  parent  or  proteflor  in- 
terefted  in  the  guardianfhip  of  youth.  If  you  are  ever  fo 
difpofed  to  the  Inoculation  of  the  Small-Pox,  there  are 
periods,  as  thofe  of  dentition,  and  during  the  influence  of 
other  difeafes,  when  its  dangers  are.fo  increafed  as  to  ren-. 
der  it  no  beneficial  commutation.  Inoculation  of  the 
Small-Pox  in  early  infancy,  an  adoption  which  the  danger 
of  cafual  Small-Pox  has  made  almoft  compullatory,  is 
much  more  frequently  fatal  than  at  advanced  periods. 
Till  your  infants  can  be  rendered  infufceptible  of  this  dif- 
eafe, they  are  hourly  expofed  to  the  adlion  of  a peftiferous 
anduniverfally-diffufed  contagion,  whichno  precautioncaa 
exclude.  Every  expofure  for  the  purpofes  of  exercife  or 
recreation  is  fraught  with  danger;  and  vifits  to  large  cities 
from  the  country  are  attended  with  the  highcfc  rilk.  The 
Small-Pox  Inoculation  is  a meafure,  at  the  belt,  of  delibe- 
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ration,  of  anxiety,  and  of  critical  management;  frequently 
fevere,  and  occafionally  deltrudtive.  By  the  adoption  of 
Cow-Pox  you  have  an  alternative  mild  and  efFedtual ; fel- 
dom  attended  with  fullering,  and  never  with  danger;  in- 
capable of  communication  by  contagion,  eligible  at  any 
age  or  period,  and  conferring  permanent  fecurity  againft 
Small-Pox. 

The  progrefs  of  the  Inoculated  Cow-Pox  is  uniform  and 
well  defined.  It  is  communicated  by  a pundture  as  flight 
as  that  employed  in  the  Inoculation  of  Small-Pox.  On 
this  lpot,  by  the  diird  day,  a flight  rednefs  is  percep- 
tible; this  is  gradually  augmented  till  the  eighth  day,  at; 
which  time  the  diforder  of  the  fyftem  (when  any  is  pro- 
duced) appears;  it  is  much  more  frequent  that  no  general 
indifpofition  is  caufed,  efpecially  in  infants.  Where  in- 
difpofition  occurs,  it  is  that  of  flight  fever,  head-ach,  &c. 
exifting  only  for  a few  hours.  There  is  fometimes  pain 
in  the  inoculated  arm.  After  this,  the  inoculated  part 
extends,  and  is  furrounded  by  a diffufed  rednefs ; this  gra- 
dually becomes  fainter,  and  a brown  fcab  forms,  which 
fpontaneoufly  feparates;  by  the  14th  or  15th  day  the  pro- 
grefs is  complete,  and  the  difeafe  is  finifhed.  If  ever  the 
inoculated  part  becomes  expofed  to  extended  forenefs,  it 
is  diredtly  within  the  power  of  medical  applications,  and 
admits  of  immediate  relief.  From  the  concurring  tefti- 
monies  of  uncormedted  obfervers,  it  appears  alfo,  that,  pro- 
vided the  formation,  progrefs,  and  termination  of  the  puf- 
tule  on  the  inoculated  arm  be  perfedt  and  characteriftie, 

it 
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it  is  immaterial  whethertheconftitutionai  fymptoms  be  pro- 
duced at  all,  or  whether  they  be  more  or  lefs  confiderable. 

It  is  a confideration  which  applies  peculiarly  to  this  part 
of  the  hiftory  of  Cow-Pox,  and  it  cannot  be  too  ftrongly 
inculcated,  that  this  difeafe,  though  light  and  trivial  in 
its  operation,  is  one  of  peculiar  nicety  in  its  laws.  To 
give  the  inoculated  Cow-Pox  that  effed  on  the  human 
animal  ceconcmy,  which  renders  it  infufceptible  of  Small- 
Pox,  requires  much  knowledge  of  its  phenomena.  It  is 
not  within  the  plan  of  this  work  to  enter  into  thofe  de- 
tails on  the  nature  of  difeafe,  which  it  is  the  peculiar  duty 
and  province  of  medical  men  to  become  acquainted  with, 
but  a regard  to  the  interefts  of  fociety,  and  to  the  reputa- 
tion of  Vaccine  Inoculation,  renders  it  a duty  to  oppofe 
the  very  dangerous  opinion  that  its  management  may  be 
committed  to  uninformed  hands. 

To  exhibit  in  a colle&ed  view  the  principal  laws  and 
advantages  of  the  Cow-Pox,  the  following  pofitions  are 
ftated  as  inductions  from  numerous  fads. 

i ft.  It  for  ever  excludes  the  susceptibility  of  Small-Pox. 

The  proofs  of  this  pofition  are  in  the  general  traditions 
to  this  effed  founded  in  experience ; in  the  many  and 
well-authenticated  cafes  of  natural  Cow-Pox,  excluding 
Small-Pox  infedion,  and  in  the  vaft  mals  of  evidence  ari- 
' ling  from  the  inoculated  cafes  of  Cow-Pox  which  have 
afterwards  refilled  Variolous  contagion.* 


See  Appendix. 
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2d . The  Cow-Pox  is  a slight  disease,  and  never  fatal 

This  is  alfo  proved  by  the  fame  evidence.  In  the  many 
thoufand  cafes  reported,  butwhich  probablyformonly  avery 
fmall  part  ofthofe  inoculated,  only  one  has  died,  and  this 
was  in  the  firft  600  inoculated  by  Dr.  Woodville.  It  has 
lincebeen  admitted  by  himfelf  that  there  were  effedls  pro- 
duced in  the  firft  Inoculations  at  the  Small-Pox  Hofpital, 
which  do  not  belong  to  pure  Cow-Pox. 

3d.  The  Cow-Pox  is  not  contagious. 

Tradition,  obfervation,  and  the  concurrence  of  all  the 
reports,  prove  that  the  Cow-Pox  is  not  communicable  by 
the  atmofphete,  clothes,  common  contaft,  or  the  ufual 
modes  of  infection.  Hence  arifes  a moft  ineftimable  ad- 
vantage in  the  extenfion  of  this  difeafe  to  thofe  only  who 
are  intended  for  its  reception.  In  the  farm-houfes,  when 
the  fervants  are  infefted,  they  do  not  give  it  to  the  unin- 
fefted,  though  they  fieep  with  them.  Mr.  H.  Jenner  has 
inoculated  children  at  the  breaft,  whofe  mothers  had  not 
gone  through  either  the  Small-Pox  or  Cow-Pox.  One 
woman  he  inoculated  about  a week  previous  to  her  ac- 
couchement, that  the  infant  might  be  the  more  fully  ex- 
pofed  to  the  puftule,  but,  as  in  the  former  inftances,  no 
•infeftion  was  given,  although  the  child  frequently  flept  on 
the  arm  of  its  mother. — Jenner’s  Continuation. 

4th.  The  Cow-Pox  does  not  excite,  or  call  into  allion, 
other  diseases. 

Various  fcrofiilous  and  other  affeftions  muft  be  admit- 
ted frequently  to  follow  both  the  natural  and  inoculated 
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Small-Pox.  Modern  opinions  have  afcribed  fuch  effects 
to  a power  in  the  Small-Pox  of  calling  forth  latent  and 
■ dormant  difeafes  into  addon,  and  not  to  the  communication 
of  fuch  difeafes  along  with  the  Small-Pox,  From  the  ex- 
perience already  attained,  the  Cow-Pox  feems  exempt 
from  this  tremendous  objection ; and  if  daily  accumulating 
obfeivations  confirm  it  to  be  fo,  another  and  moll  im- 
portant ground  of  fuperiority  is  added.  On  this  point 
Dr.  Jenner  thus  expreffes  himfelf,  “ This  enquiry  is  not 
now  fo  much  in  its  infancy  as  to  reftrain  me  from  fpeaking 
more  pofitively  than  formerly  on  the  important  point  of 
fcrofula,  as  connected  with  the  Small-Pox.  Every  prac- 
titioner in  medicine  who  has  extenfively  inoculated  with 
Small-Pox,  or  has  attended  many  of  thofe  who  had 
the  diftemper  in  the  natural  way,  mull  have  feen  fcrofu- 
lous  affedlions  in  fome  form  or  other,  fometimes  rather 
quickly  Ihewing  themfelves  after  the  recovery  of  the  pa- 
tients. Conceiving  this  fadt  to  be  admitted,  as  I prefume 
it  mull  be  by  all  who  have  attended  to  the  fubjedt,  may  1 
not  alic,  whether  it  does  not  appear  probable  that  the  ge- 
neral introdudfion  of  the  Small-Pox  into  Europe,  has  been 
among  the  moll  conducive  means  in  exciting  that  formi- 
dable foe  to  health?  Having  attentively  watched  the  ef- 
fedls  of  the  Cow-Pox  in  this  refpedt,  I am  happy  in  being 
able  to  declare,  that  the  difeafe  does  not  appear  to  have 
the  lead  tendency  to  produce  this  deftrudtive  malady.”— 
Jenner’s  Continuation.. 
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5th.  The  Cow-Pox  is  admissible  at  any  age. 

In  the  letter  of  Mr.  Fermor  to  Dr.  Jenner  are  inftances 
qf  fuccefsful  Inoculation  from  3 months  old  to  80  years. 
Similar  inftances  are  to  be  found  in  other  reports. — 
“ Mr.  H.  Jenner,  at  my  requeft,  inferted  the  Vaccine  Virus 
into  the  arm  of  a child  ao  hours  old.  The  child  went 
through  thedifeafe  without  apparent  illnefs,  yet  was  found 
effedtually  to  refill  theadtion  of  the  Variolous  matter  with 
which  it  was  afterwards  inoculated.” — Jenner’s  Further 
Obfervations. 


The  principal  pofitions  concerning  the  inoculated  Small- 
Pox  and  Cow-Pox  may  be  thus  contrafted. 


SMALL-POX. 

Choice  of  feafon  and  age 
eflential.  Dentition,  and  ma- 
ny other  circumftances,  un- 
favourable. 

Previous  courfe  of  medi- 
cine generally  employed. 

Fever  previous  to  erup- 
tion, the  fame  when  the  erup- 
tion is  complete.  Diforder 
exifting  from  the  7th  to  the 
1 5 th  or  1 6th  day,  with  many 
painful  fymptoms. 

Fatal  at  leaft  once  in  soo 
inftances. 


COW-POX. 

Applicable  at  any  age  or 
period. 

None  neccflary. 

Diforder  in  general  fierce- 
ly perceptible,  never  fevere, 
and  exifting  only  a few 
hours. 

Never  fatal. 


Highly 


] 
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SMALL-POX. 

Highly  contagious.  Chil- 
dren often  feparated  from 
their  families  and  parents  to 
avoid  communication. 

Habit  enfeebled  after  the 
difeafe,  and  medicine  again 
exhibited. 


COW-POX. 
Not  contagious. 


Health  as  before  Inocu- 
lation. 


It  is  due  to  the  fatisfaftion  of  the  public  mind,  and  to 
the  interefts  of  truth,  that  we  comment  upon  the  objec- 
tions oppofed  to  Vaccine  Inoculation.*  The  force 


* In  a pamphlet  lately  publilhed  here,  entitled  “ A Conscious 
View  of  proceedings  in  Vaccine  Inoculation,  & c.”  (a  production, 
notwithftanding  its  impofing  title,  certainly  not  poflefling  a claim 
to  diftinCt  reply)  the  author  has  involved  Small-Pox  Inocula- 
tion, Vaccine  Inoculation,  and  even  the  luminous  doctrines  of 
modern  Chemiitry,  in  a tide  of  invective  apparently  dictated  by 
an  excels  of  anti-innovation  zeal.  On  the  latter  fcience,  it  is  pro- 
bable, from  the  internal  evidence  of  the  remarks,  that  this  gen- 
tleman’s information  qualifies  him  much  better  to  exclaim  than 
to  reafon.  The  utility  of  Small-Pox  Inoculation,  from  the  pe- 
riod when  it  was  adopted,  up  to  the  difeovery  of  its  better  fub- 
ftitute,  the  Cow-Pox,  may  be  fafely  left  to  the  admitted  fenfe  of 
paft  times.  On  the  Vaccine  Inoculation,  after  much  infuriated 
declamation,  the  author  has  fummoned  up  a few  adverfe  cafes, 
long  fince  known,  long  fince  replied  to,  and  concerning  which, 
mofi.  of  the  editors  themfelves,  Dr.  Jas.  Sims,  Meflfrs.  Cooke  and 
Thornton,  have  honourably  and  publicly  recanted  their  opinions. 
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force  and  extent  of  thefe  fall  infinitely  fhort  of  thofe  op- 
pofed  to  the  Small-Pox  Inoculation,  on  its  firft  intro- 
duction. For  this  Dr.  Woodville’s  admirable  Hiftory  of 
the  Small-Pox  may  be  confulted.  Thefe  objections  con- 
lift  in  the  excitement  of  prejudiced  feeling  againft  a dif- 
eale  of  quadrupedial  origin,*  and  in  the  alledged  incom- 
petency of  the  Cow-Pox  to  render  the  fyftem  infufceptible 
of  Small-Pox.  In  reply  to  the  firftf  it  may  be  merely 
obferved,  that  the  perverfion  of  underftanding  mull  be 
exceffive  which  can  revolt  at  the  participation  of  difeafe 
..with  an  animal  whofe  folids  and  fluids  form  fo  large  a 
part  of  our  fuftenance  from  infancy  to  old  age  ; whofe  fe- 
cretion  is  efteemed'the  moftfalutary  nourilhment  in  health, 
and  a reftorative  in  difeafe ; nay,  whofe  refpiration  has 
been  conceived  a beneficial  remedy  in  one  of  the  moft  fatal 
of  human  maladies.  To  the  aflerted  inefficiency  of  Cow- 
Pox  we  muft  firft  objeCt  that  the  nature  of  the  evi- 
dence by  which  perfons  are  fuppofed  to  have  had  firft 
Cow-Pox,  and  afterwards  Small-Pox,  is  utterly  inad- 


* See  Mofeley’s  Hiftory  of  Sugar. 

f “ As  to  one  particular  objection  to  the  new  Inoculation,  on 
the  fcore  of  the  origin  of  the  virus  in  the  cow,  and  the  offenfivc 
afpetft  of  the  eruption,  if  ufefulnefs  be  here  the  objecft  of  con- 
templation, a gem  will  be  feen  under  a deformed  exterior, 

“ Which,  like  the  toad,  ugly  and  venomous, 

“ Wears  yet  a precious  jewel  in  his  head.” 

Pearfon’s  Letter,  Med,  and  Phys.  Journal,  No.  xxiii. 

OiilEble* 
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fnillible.  Is  the  report  of  a patient,  that  he  once  had 
this  or  that  difeafe,  conclufive  proof?  Has  not  every 
medical  practitioner  been  informed  by  different  perfons, 
that  they  had  fuffered  peculiar  difeafes,  which  further 
examination  has  fhewn  to  have  been  effentially  differ- 
ent?  Even  prefent  difeafes  are  frequently  raifcon- 
ceived;  for  inftance,  Itch,  Chicken-Pox,  Meafles,  Can- 
cer, &c.  No  cafe  of  this  kind  has  yet  been  authenticated, 
where  cognifance  was  taken  of  both  difeafes  by  a com- 
petent judge  of  the  characters  of  the  Vaccine  and  Vario- 
lous Puftule,  and  no  other  teftimony  is  entitled  to  recep- 
tion. The  affumption  that  Cow-Pox  is  only  a temporary 
preventive  of  Small-Pox  is  perfectly  hypothetical  and 
gratuitous.  The  traditions  and  cafes  from  which  the  anti- 
variolous  powers  of  the  Cow-Pox  are  derived,  prove 
that  the  infufceptibility  is  permanent;  and  the  contrary 
doCtrine  is  lefs  confiftent  with  other  analogies. 

The  cafes  in  which  the  Small-Pox  was  fuppofed  to 
have  followed  the  Cow-Pox,  have  been  for  fome  time 
before  the  public,  and  no  adverfe  cafe  has  fince  been  pre- 
fented ; whilft  the  pofitive  evidence  in  its  favour  has  been 
accumulating  with  unexampled  rapidity.  To  the  cafes 
themfelves  the  obfervations  of  Drs.  Jenner  and  Woodville 
are  rnoft  applicable. 

“ On  thefe  cafes  I fhall  for  the  prefent  fufpend  any  par- 
ticular remarks,  but  hope  that  the  general  obfervations 
I have  to  offer  in  the  fequel,  will  prove  of  fufficient  weight 
4o  render  the  idea  of  their  ever  having  had  exiitence  but 
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as  cafes  of  fpurious  Cow-Pox,  extremely  doubtful.”  Dr. 
Jenner  then  defines  conditions  and  fources  of  fpurious 
Cow-Pox. Jenner’s  Further  Obfervations. 

“ It  has  been  aflerted  that  perfons  have  had  the  Small- 
Pox  after  having  been  affected  with  the  Cow-Pox  “ but 
all  thefe,  as  far  as  I have  feen  have  been  very  defective 
in  not  affording  fufiicient  proof  that  the  affe&ion  fuppofed 
to  have  been  the  Cow-Pox  was  in  reality  that  difeafe.” — 
Woodville’s  Reports. 

That  future  errors  and  apparently  adverfe  cafes  will 
arrfe  in  an  undertaking  fo  recent  and  yet  fo  extended,  I 
am  not  fo  fanguine  as  to  doubt.  I believe,  if  they  occur, 
it  will  be  for  want  of.  knowledge  of,  or  attention  to,  the 
due  and  complete  character  of  the  Puftule,  and  the  felec- 
tion  of  the  virus  at  a proper  period.  Thefe  form  no  im- 
pediments to  the  adoption  of  the  difeafe,  but  are  incen- 
tives to  caution.  I can  now  fcarcely  deem  it  poflible  that 
a mind  can  exiff  fo  torpid  as  to  view  with  indifference 
the  certain  and  ineftimable  benefits  to  mankind  of  Vaccine 
Inoculation.  To  the  fcrupulous  admiffion  of  new  fug- 
geflions  no  cenfure  is  due;  but  for  the  undeliberative  re- 
jection of  fo  invaluable  a remedy,  it  is  difficult  to  find  an 
apology.  It  may  be  ranked  with  the  higheft  which  the 
genius  or  experience  of  man  have  fuggefted,  or  the  an- 
nals of  the  medical  art  have  recorded.  Let  me  grant  to 
its  opponents  that  exceptions  may  occur  to  the  general 
law  of  the  Cow-Pox  excluding  the  Small-Pox;  fuch  have 
already  occurred  in  the  Small-Pox  itfelf,  unequivocal 
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cafes  having  exifted  where  it  happened  twice  to  the  fame 
perfon;  but  wDl  fuch  deviations  in  a fmall  proportion 
(Ihould  fuch,  contrary  to  preceding  experience,  be  the 
cafe)  diminifh  its  general  value,  or  invalidate  its  agency 
in  annihilating  and  extinguilhing  that  bane  of  human  ex- 
iftence,  the  Small-Pox?  An  evil,  which  cannot  be  more 
forcibly  defcribed  than  in  the  language  of  Dr.  Jenner ; “ as 
every  hour  devouring  its  vidlims ; a difeafe  that  has  ever 
been  confidered  as  the  fevered:  fcourge  of  the  human  race.” 
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CONTAINING  CASES  AND  TESTIMONIALS  IN  FAVOUR  OT 
VACCINE  INOCULATION. 


<^EVEN  cafes  of  natural  Cow-Pox  appear  in  Dr.  Jenner’a 
Enquiry,  in  which  the  interval  of  years  between  the 
infection  of  Cow-Pox  and  the  inoculation  of  Small-Pox, 
was  from  10  to  53.  All  refilled  the  Small-Pox  Inoculation.. 
> — See  “ Enquiry  into  the  Effedts  of  die  Variolas  Vaccina;.” 
Five  cafes  of  natural  Cow-Pox  appear  in  a letter  from 
T.  Fermor,  efq;  to  Dr.  Jenner,  in  which  the  interval  of. 
years  between  the  exigence  of  Cow-Pox  and  the  inocu- 
lation of  Small-Pox  was  from  3 to  10.  One  of  the  pardes 
nurfed  his  own  family  in  the  Small-Pox  without  receiving 
infection,  27  years  after  having  had  the  Cow-Pox. 

The  fame  gendeman  alfo  gives  the  following  refult  of 
a great  number  oflnoculations: 

With  Cow-Pox  in  all  362. 

With  Small-Pox  afterwards  173. 
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• Daring  the  courfe  of  thefe  Inoculations  upon  fo  confi- 
derable  a number  of  different  fubjeds  of  all  ages  from  n 
days  to  75  years,  no  Puftule  appeared  on  any  of  them  but 
on  the  inoculated  part,  except  in  two  inflances,  a fingle 
puftule  on  the  forehead  of  one,  and  upon  the  arm  of  ano- 
ther. No  fickncfs  of  any  confequence  enfiicd,  nor  anylofs 
of  time  from  ordinary  avocations.  “ The  diforder  was  not 
communicated  by  contagion  to  any  who  refufed  tofubmit 
to  its  Inoculation.” — Fermor’s  Letter  to  Dr.  Jenner,  p.  30. 

Dr.  Marfhall,  late  of  Eaftington,  Glocefterfhire,  in  a 
letter  to  Dr.  Jenner,  (now  in  my  pofTeffion)  after  enume- 
rating 1E8  cafes  of  Inoculated  Cow-Pox,  concludes  thus: 

“ Upon  the  above  cafes  I have  hardly  any  other  remark 
to  make,  than  the  difeafe  in  all  was  fo  mild,  and  required 
fo  little  attention,  that  in  no  one  inftance  was  any  perfon 
prevented  from  following  their  ordinary  employment;  and 
indeed  many  of  them  hardly  found  any  conftitutionnl  af- 
fedion  whatever,  but  neverthelefs  effedually  refilled  all  at- 
tempts to  inoculate  diem  with  Variolous  Matter.” 

In  afubfequent  letter  Dr.  Marfhall  fays:  “ Since  the 
date  of  my  former  letter,  I have  continued  to  inoculate 
with  the  Cow-Pox  Virus.”  “ Including  the  cafes  before 
enumerated,  the  number  now  amounts  to  423.  It  is  fuf- 
ficient  to  obferve,  that  I noticed  no  deviation  in  any  re- 
fped  from  the  cafes  I formerly  adduced.” — Jenner’s 
Continuation,  page  156. 


From 
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From  Dr.  Woodville,  phyfician  to  the  Small-Pox 
Inoculation  Holpital,  now  almoft  entirely  dedicated  to 
Vaccine  Inoculation  : 

“ It  appears  from  my  laft  publication  on  this  fubjecl, 
written  about  fix  months  ago,  that  the  number  of  perfons 
who  had  then  received  the  Vaccine  Infe&ion  at  the  Hof- 
pital,  exceeded  2500;  fince  that  time,  upwards  of  1500 
have  been  inoculated  for  the  Cow-Pox  at  the  fame  place, 
and  of  thefe  I have  a report  to  prefent,  fimilar  to  that 
ftated  by  me  in  July  laft,  viz.  “ With  none  of  the  pa- 
tients did  the  infe&ion  occalion  a fevere  diforder,  or  excite 
one  alarming  fymptom.” — Woodville’s  Letter,  Med.  and 
Phyf.  Journal,  No.  23.! 

Extract  of  a letter  from  Mr.  Gunning,  furgeon,  of  the 
Vaccine  Inoculation  Inftitution,  Warwick-ftreet,  Golden- 
fquare,  London,  Jan.  3d,  1801: 

“ You  may  with  confidence  report  that  upwards  of 
1000  have  lately  been  inoculated  at  the  Inftitution,  and 
the  Small- Pox  Hofpital,  (now  almoft  entirely  dedicated  to 
the  Vaccine  Pock)and  that  great  numbers  have  been  again 
inoculated  with  Variolous  Matter.” 

Extract  of  a letter  from  Mr.  Cline,  furgeon  and  ana- 
tomift  in  London,  to  Dr.  Jenner: 

“ I think  the  fubftit  uting  the  Cow-Pox  poifon  for  the 
"Small-Pox  promifes  to  be  one  of  the  greateft  improve- 
ments ever  made  in  medicine ; and  the  more  I think  on 
the  fubjeft,  the  more  I am  imprefled  with  its  importance.” 
— Jenner’s  Continuation. 


Extract 
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Extract  of  a letter  from  Mr.  Dunning,*  furgeon,  Ply- 
mouth-Dock,  to  the  author,  Jan.  3,  1801: 

“ More  than  a thoufand  fubjeds  have  been  vaccinated 
in  this  neighbourhood  during  the  Jaft  year.  Some  hun- 
dreds of  them  have  fallen  to  my  fhare.  Complete  fuccefs 
has  been  invariable  in  every  cafe,  where  the  Vaccine  cha- 
rader  has  been  unequivocally  exprefied.  With  a very  few 
exceptions,  the  indifpofition  has  been  none  at  all,  or  the 
leaft  imaginable,  and  I know  of  no  fliadeof  accident  that 
can  fairly  be  attributed  to  the  new  pradice.  In  one  child 
a very  general  and  obftinate  cutaneous  complaint,  which 
had  previoufly  refilled  much  external  and  internal  medi- 
cine, very  foon  difappeared  after  vaccination.  Health  and 
firmnefs  have  fhortly  fucceeded  it  in  feveral  weakly  child- 
ren, under  my  own  obfervation,  and  I have  heard  of  many 
fimilar  occurrences;  this  has  fo  often  and  fo  ftrikingly 
happened,  that  it  has  more  than  once  been  propofed  to 
me  to  vaccinate  fickly  children.” 

Extrad  of  a letter  from  Dr.  Trotter,  phyfician  to  the 
fleet,  (Medical  and  Phyfical  Journal,  No.  23:) 

“ The  inoculation  of  the  Vaccine  difeafe  is  making  ra- 
pid progrefs  in  the  fleet.  This  bufinefs  is  much  facilitated 
by  the  kind  attention  with  which  the  matter  is  fup- 
plied  to  our  lurgeons  as  they  arrive  from  fea,  by  Meflrs. 
Dunning  and  Little,  two  eminent  furgeons  in  this  town.” 
“ Mr.  Stephen  Hammick,  of  the  Royal  Hofpital,  is  alfo  en- 
titled to  his  further  acknowledgment  for  fimilar  kindnefs.” 


* Author  of  a Pamphlet  on  Cow-Pox,  “ Since 
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**  Since  the  publication  of  my  fecond  volume  of  Med. 
Nautica,  not  lefs  than  eleven  (hips  of  the  line,  befides  fri- 
gates, have  imported  the  Variolous  contagion.” 


Declaration  of  Physicians  and  Surgeons 
in  London. 

“ Many  unfounded  reports  having  been  circulated,  which 
have  a tendency  to  prejudice  the  public  mind  againft  the 
Inoculation  of  the  Cow-Pox,  we,  the  underfigned  Phyfi- 
cians  and  Surgeons,  think  it  a duty  to  declare  our  opinion, 
that  thofe  perfons  who  have  had  the  Cow-Pox,  are  per- 
feftly  fecure  from  the  infection  of  Small-Pox,  provided 
fuch  Infection  does  not  exift  in  the  fyftem  at  the  time  of 
the  inoculation  for  the  Cow-Pox. 

“ We  alfo  declare,  that  the  inoculated  Cow-Pox  is  a 
much  milder  and  fafer  difeafe  than  the  Cow-Pox. 


William  Saunders,  M.  D. 
Matthew  Bailile,  M.  D. 
Henry  Vaughan,  M.  D. 
Maxwell  Garthfhore,  M.D. 
John  CoakleyLettfom,  M.D. 
James  Sims,  M.  D. 

John  Sims,  M.  D. 

William  Lifter,  M.  D. 
Robert  Willan,  M.  D. 

C.  Stanger,  M.  D. 

Alex.  Crichton,  M.  D. 
Thomas  Bradley,  M.  D. 


Robert  Batty,  M.  D. 

R.  J.  Thornton,  M.  D. 
Richard  Denifon,  M.  D. 
N.  Hulme,  M.  D. 

G.  Blane,  M.  D. 

Wm.  Blackburne,  M.  D. 
Sir  J.  M'Namara  Hayes, 
bart.  M.  D. 

Andrew  Thynne,  M.  D. 
Edward  Fryer,  M.D. 
Sayer  Walker,  M.  D. 
Mich.  Underwood,  M.D. 

Thoipas 
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Thomas  Denman,  M.  D. 

, Thomas  Garnett,  M.  D. 

John  Squire,  M.  D. 

John  Gibfon,  M.  D- 

Richard  Croft,  M.  D. 

Henry  Cline 

Edward  Ford 

Samuel  Chilver 

Aftley  Cooper 

J.  M.  Good 

John  Abernethy 

James  Horsford 

Jofeph  Hurlock 

Francis  Knight 

William  Blair 

James  Leighton 

James  Moore 

James  Gilder 

Thomas  Paytherus 

John  Griffiths 

Thomas  Pole 

James  Higgins 

J.  W.  Phipps 

Lewis  Leefe 

John  Ring 

William  Lynn 

James  Simpfon 

John  Mackinder 

H.  L.  Thomas 

Jonas  Malden 

Jonathan  Wathen 

William  Morris 

Thomas  Whately 

Thomas  Ralph 

G.  M.  Burrowes 

Jofeph  Millington 

David  Dundas 

Jofeph  Pearfon 

Thomas  Farquhar 

John  Rufh 

Henry  Fearon 

Stephen  Woolwiche.” 

'i:  -l 


Refolutions  in  favour  of  general  Vaccine  Inoculation 
have  been  entered  into  at  York,  Manchefter,  Leeds,  See. 
fanftioned  by  the  medical  pra&itioners  of  the  places.  To 
the  Manchefter  refolutions  the  very  refpeftable  name  of 
Dr.  Percival  is  fubjoined,  and  it  is  further  ftated,  “ That 
two  refpeftable  families  reliding  near  Manchefter  have, 

within 


\ 
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within  thefe  few  months,  inoculated  with  the  Cow-Pox 
upwards  of  800  perfons  of  different  ages  from  two  months 
to  10  years  old,  with  uniform  fuccefs.  They  all  recovered 
without  fuffering  any  ficknefs  fufficient  to  confine  them 
a fingle  day.  Thefe  patients  were  attended  by  Charles 
White,  efq;  and  Mr.  B.  Gibfon,  and  ao  of  the  children 
were,  after  a proper  interval,  inoculated  with  the  matter 
of  the  Small-Pox  without  communicating  the  infection 
to  any  of  them.” — Salopian  Journal,  Dec.  31,  1800. 

Extract  of  a Report  from  the  Committee  on  the  Vac- 
cine Inoculation  at  Paris : 

“ The  Vaccine  affeCtion  appears  to  them  to  be  of  a na- 
ture the  most  benign,  and  which  hardly  deserves  to  be 
called  a malady;  not  so  much  as  one  accident  occurred  to 
the  hundred  and  fifty  fubje&s  who  have  been  inoculated.” 

“ The  Vaccine  Inoculation  is  no  less  practicable  than 
exempt  from  accidents,  whatever  be  the  age  of  the  perfons 
on  whom  it  is  performed.  Infants  have  been  inoculated  in 
the  arms  of  their  nurfes ; others  at  the  age  of  one,  two,  and 
three  years  to  fifteen.  Perfons  of  the  age  offorty,  and  even 
fifty  years,  have  alfo  been  inoculated,  and  always  with  the 
fame  fuccefs. 

“ Nineteen  fubjects  fubmitted  to  the  operation,  have 
been  inoculated  with  frefh  pus,  taken  every  time  from  a 
Variolous  Infant  prefent.  The  committee,  forthe  purpofe 
of  rendering  the  experiments  more  decifive,  employed  in 
many  of  the  fubje&s  very  deep  incifions,  fuch  as,  accord- 
ing 
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ing  to  the  inoculations,  neceffarily  occafion  Puftules.  In 
fourteen  the  incifions  were  foon  obliterated  without  any 
iymptom  of  complaint.  In  the  remaining  five  the  effedt 
can  be  confidered  in  no  other  light  than  as  the  effedt  of 
local  irritation,  produced  by  the  pundture  of  the  fkin.” 

“ Thefe  effedts  coincide  entirely  with  the  refult  of  the 
experiments  made  at  Geneva,  by  Dr.  Odier,  and  of  which 
he  gives  an  account  in  a report  lately  publifhed  by  the  pre- 
fedt  of  that  department.  In  fix  hundred  children  inno- 
culated  with  Vaccine  matter,  the  mildnefs  of  the  difeafe, 
its  regular  and  invariable  progrefs,  its  charadteriftic  of  be- 
ing void  of  contagion,  and  the  abfence  of  every  complaint 
fubfequent  to  inoculation,  were  conftantly  manifefted. 
One  very  remarkable  circumftance  at  the  fame  time  has 
afforded  an  opportunity  of  evincing  its  prefervative  effedt. 
An  epidemic  Small-Pox,  of  a very  malignant  kind,  having 
appeared  at  Geneva,  where  upwards  of  150  Children  were 
vittims  to  it,  and  where  76  more  have  died  within  the  laft 
month,  it  was  obferved  that  the  children  who  had  been 

inoculated  with  the  Cow-Pox  were  totally  unaffedted  by 
the  contagion.”  (Signed) 

“ THOURET,  Diredtor  of  the  Medical  School.” 

The  fubfequent  letter  contains  a curious  fadt  of  the  ino- 
culation of  the  Cow-Pox,  20  years  fince  : 

“ Sir,  Lanfdown -Place,  Bath,  Jan.  7,  1801. 

“ As  I underfland  you  are  publifhing  a few  remarks  and 
cafes  on  the  Cow-Pox,  I cannot  withhold  that  of  John 
Bright,  of  this  parifli,  a labouring  man,  whom  I fome- 

times 
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times  employ.  About  twenty  years  ago,  being  then  a 
farmer’s  boy,  his  fellow-fervant  having  milked  a cow  y/itb 
»a  difeafed  teat,  became  affefted  with  the  Cow-Pox,  and 
in  a frolic  communicated  the-difeafe'to  him  by  means  of  a 
jfmall  fcratch  on  his  hand.  He  haC  fmce  been  repeatedly 
inoculated  without  producing  any  appearance  of  the- or-  ; 
dinary  difeafe.  His  family  have  fince  had  the.  inoculated 
Small-Pox  around  him,  and  he  has  more  than  once  been 
in  the  way  of  the  moft  malignant  fpecies  of  the  natural « 
Small-Pox,  without  any  fort  of  effetftupon  him.  if! 

“ I am,  Sir,  your  very  faithful 

“ and  obedient  fervant, 


9 

+ 


> “ HENRY  WHITE.” 
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Cruttwel),  Printer,  Bath. 


